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Re: Rostow as NSC Adviser 
p. 22 


WPB: "I would put it that Rostow was much more aggressively 
asserting his own point of view than my brother Mac ever did. 
Certainly as far as reporting what happened at the Tuesday 
lunches, my brother Mac would always -have a good report avail 
able? Rostow, almost never, in ray experience." 


Re: Ball's Dissent 
p. 23 

WPB: "That was no charade, by a jugfull. George's papers were 
powerful, and they were seen and read by the President. I don't 
know whether they were read precisely when they were written 
for example, the famous October 1964 paper. I know that I saw 
it at the time, and I presume it went to the President, but that 
was a busy time in the President's life. He was getting elected. 
George certainly weighed in strongly at the crucial times of de- 
cision and got a full hearing. I think it was one of those sit- 
uations where, had he picked up a lot of support, Johnson would 
have really pricked up his ears. He thought of Ball as inherently 
yery skeptical of pulling it off, and perhaps unduly influenced 
by the French experience. But Ball certainly kept that course 
of action before the President. He did it as honestly and con- 
cretely as he could and contributed enormously to the honesty of 
the debate. I think Johnson took him seriously, respected him, 
and never held it against him." 


Re: Vietnam Exhaustion 


WPB.; ". . .1 think it is high time to be candid about the ex^ 

haustion factor, not only for Rusk but for others of us as the 
grind went on from 1964 to early 1969. Rusk as X first knew him 
at close quarters in 1964 was a much more vigorous man than he 
was by late 1968, and a lot less grooved than he became as the 
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ordeal went on. He himself writes that he went through the last 
year in office, 1968, with a lot of 'help 1 from heavy smoking. He 
also drank a lot of whiskey, never so that he was visibly under the 
influence (slurring words, or incapable of putting his views clearly) 
but so that, as at least I came to feel, he was not open to new 
ideas or new approaches as he might have been in top physical form. 

Setting this down, I realize that my own staff would very likely 
say the same things about me (minus the whiskey part).^ We were all 
damn tired by 1968 and I am afraid it showed at times." 



Re: Tonkin Gulf Resolution 
p. 26 

WPB: "... the drafting of that resolution was done by Abe Chayes , 
recalled to dutv, having left shortly before to return to the Harvard 
Law School faculty. Abe Chayes and George Ball drafted it, using only 
bits and pieces of what we drafted on a contingency basis m May and 
June. To say that we had it in our pockets ready to go is just non- 
sense , " 


Re ; Bombing 
p. 27 

WPB: "we shared , certainly with McNamara but possibly not with all 
of the Chiefs, the view that the senior civilians generally felt, 
that bombing was a limited tool for South Vietnamese morale and had 
a certain cost on the other side constantly to overcome it, but it 
could not be in itself decisive unless and until you already a ® 
situation moving in our favor in the South. McNamara must have sai 
that 46 times in boilerplate to me." 


Re: JFK.'s vs LBJ's Decisionmaking Styles 


p. 30. . 

WPB: "I thought the Kennedy style was a little too informal, but 
it brought people together and you got honest differences of view. 
Johnson dominated the process too much. He was a hard man o ean 
back and chew, the fat with; he went for the jugular all the tim . 
That’s not necessarily the way to get the most reflective views pu 
down before you. Johnson, I'm convinced, was totally ones in i 
approach to this situation, but he didn't elicit as ^ much , and e 
detested leaks to the point of excessive obsession." 



